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April 5, 2002

Mf John McCulggin, P E
US Department of Transportation
V o l p e National Transportat ion Sygtems Canter55 Broadwuy, D T W 3Kendt l l Square
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142

S u b j t c L Rainy Creek Restoration Project

Dear Mr McGuiggin.
CDM has reviewed the letter report prepared by Water Consulting Inc (WCI) dated
February 27, 2002, prepared on behalf of Mr Parker that you forwarded We o f f e r the
f o l l ow ing comment*
Flew rate
m CDM did not avaluate numerous f l o y j - a t e scenarios for Rainy CreekwiihMr Pwker during a dte vmt^^DXlctenian«d tihat ^ 48-inch culvert cm Mr

Porker's property has not bê n f t ^ f t r v f l * ^aw f u l l even during spring thaws waa a
conservative aMumptum
In ad<htlo«v CDM confirmed that (his assumption was conservative by contacting Mr Van
SwmnnRanfrom the Montana Departmtnt of Transportation (DOT) to investigate that the
likelihood of an overflow condition at th« culvert w*» extremely remote Mr Swearmgenconhrmed that there V;ae n«tn>r U r̂. =» yrpM^Hn vrttti c a p f t a t y of the culvert beneath
Highway 37, and even during spring runof f periods t h e j f r u y h Ollvpr t is not near c a p a d t Y .
The Montana DOT has no plans to upgrade the culvert under Highway 37 w it hw neverbeen a problem and does not f l o w near capacity The approach on this emergency removal
project has b««n to replace phywcal featiuaB and unprovainents damaged during th«
removal of asbesto9<cm.taining matenals ^ land Sine* Informat ion we obtained Indicate s
that tha 48-inch culvert p ip e on Mr Parker s property and the 54-inch concr «t» culvert
undsr Highway 37/ we recommended replacing the damaged 48-Inch p i p e with a ne*almnttVbad coated steel p ipe the sam« diameter, wj* end f l a r e s added Basedon_^
limited information prov^^ >r wa CPM canntrt *val^ate the f l o w rates presented ,
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calculations T*1S information was no^report, and their conclude* b contradictory to "local kncwl e d f '
^̂  w h lchisrecotnni*nd«d for Ae Rainy Creek bank*

Channel Geomttry
m Wamak*s reference to Highway 56 Doas WCI mean Highway 37? \Vd references a reachof Rainy Creak upstream of Highway 56, no location q t f p WM period to evaluate the

appropriateruM of a comparison with the reach of Rainy Creek located on Mi ParWa
property WCI indicates that the "reference reach" di splayed ifcrrflar vaLey i l o p e and
charactenstitt a$ the Parker section of Rainy Creek prior to ceitoration. CDM a unaware of
any pre- restoration survey and awwnnent Wg would appreq^j* raceiving a copy gf ibe
infonnaaon th^it Wa uaed to avaluate to mf lk^ tf^m deter mitvition. .

• VVCI should also recognize that it was not Ifia G o v e m m e n f f i obfechve to improvt KainvCreek. The objective of the remedwtioin of the Rainy Creek banks was to remove asbestos
containing material and restore the Creek to Its pre-rcmediaticm conditions to the extentpractical The creek bottom was, to the extent poss ible not to be disturbed AS it had
accepted f l o w s without washoute j g j T r n a n y manyjrears

Longitudinal Profile
• WCI makes reference to H i f l f r w a y 56 Dow WCI mean H i g h w a y 377 .

The slope and aa<k bed ^aoro«*tfy nf Ranrty Ci^gkwsre^tmni^fiaS' d t t r J B g the emergency
rtmoval phase of aabegtos l ernedtof ion work m Ubby, except rrom impact* oi vegetation
removal No sediment ocQtngrinatenalXvas to b« removed from tixe creek bottom duimg
this phase of remediation, Th« G o v e r n m e n t ' s direction fox the emergency removal that has
been completed was to l*mndiate Ae creek bank* only The creek bed materials would bee of astmrtos r a m o ^ f t t j o n T"v;pf t- A* tudx CDM has not
evaluated or designed rwrtoratibnopHons for the creek bed j p r t M ayrpga ihat either np-rap
or other measures will need to b« implemented for the Raaty Creek bed if step poob are to
be created CDM expect* tiMfc ttie Volpe Center will request this evaluation and design to
be performed during 2002.
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CTiergy daf tPat«« alternatives when trited to do so by the V o l p e

Rip-Rap Sizing a*4 Installation
m While CDM and WC3 used d i f f e r e n t f l o w rates m the np-r ap siting calculation bothrecommended Montana DOT T y p e n rip-rap

Jj j ; » • The np-rAPj)kc«d on the south bank of Rairuy Croak is unttercizgd and w« r>a,-.r> «. *
tamporary measure for the winter shutdown pnnr>d T y p t H rip-rap was not placed
because the quarry had s topped blasting operations /or the winter and T y p « U rip-rap wasnot available at that tun?

• CDM'l onsite evaluation of the north bank rip»rap Is that it i n a p p r o p r i a t e l y sized and has
been appropriate ly placed

• The objective of the bonk phase of th« remediation ww to leave the creek bed undisturbed
to the «xt«nt practicable Crttk bed remediation has not been addressed in. the emerge™:)
removal phase of Lhe projec t TV Ar:XYf\nS* H t o t e f ea t the qp-rap be keyed huo the creed
btd. Hua will be chedk«<l by test pit excavation in S p n n g 2002

Culvert Capacity and Ftsh Passage
• The objective of the envergettcy removal action fc to replace phys i f al features andunprovements damaged or disturbed during asbestos removals in-kirvd A 48-inch culvert

w«* damaged, removed and disposed A 48-inch culvert was replaced In addi t ion, based
ott Items discussed abov* and discussion with the Montana Departqnant of Transpor tabnru
there i j j n g j m t i f i c a t i o n for a lajrg« culvert to be installed on ttw Paiker prop«*/*

• The V o l p c Center did not request a fifth passage anah/«» for this phase of the remediation.
This type erf analysis could potent ial ly be a component of fu ture creek bed evaluation. And
if authorized by t h e V o l p * Center constructed

» WQ again makea reference t o j j i j f t w a y 56 Does WCI mean HigW«v 37^
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• The Montana DOT has Indicated thire are no current plans for any modi f i ca t i on s to the
cutvart benezih Highway 37 Any such modification suggestion* would have to be
presenttd to the Montana Department of Transportation. If tasked by the V o l p e CentexCDM w f l l evaluate the need for b a f f l e s wittun the 48-inch culvert on Mi Parker $ property
although our initial assessment fo that b a f f l e s within the p l p « would reitnrt f l o w The
cuhrart is only 30-feet long Any energy diMipnt ion devkes, if needed, would be betterlocated hi the creek bottom.

• CDM has baen tasked by the V o l p « Center to p lan and spe c i fy a ngorous rwvegeteton
e f f o r t to include native shrub and overstory Bpeaes above the rip-rap To date the ob j e c t ive
has been to protect the lower portions disturbed areas with np-rap Originally the Parkers
were amenable to selecting the appropriate native specm and participating in their
plant ing CDM has gjnce been tasked by the V o l p e Center to develop this restoration plan.

•Water Rights
i rg%en ê to Highway 56- Dog-: WCI mgan Highway 377.

• No drawing or alternative mfbrm»tion was available or provided regarding the point ofdiversion (POD) referenced ta Wd's letter report If Wd or Mr Parker were to provide the
dimensions and d ep th of POD then flu V o l p e Center could reestablish the POD during *•
remediation of the creek b«d or socmef, if nacBS6«r>'

If you h*v« any question or would like to duaiBB this matter furthar please call me at
convenience
Very truly yours,

B Wall
AssociateCDM Federa l Programs Corporation
cc Juhe Borg»« - V o l p e Center

P e t a r J Borowlec Jr -CDMRobert D G o l t z - C D M
David F D o y l e - C D M
Virginia A Roach-CDM
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March 06, 2002
T i m o t h yAssociate

CDM Federal Programs Corp
Dear Mr W a l l ,

"the creek bottom was not to be disturbed as it had acceptedf l o w s without washouts for many, many, years" was f a l s e In 1996 the enure channel of
Rainy Creek from the lower pond above the t f -way to the Kootema nver was gut t ed of
its soU, rocks, trees, sections of the county road, and all this material is currentlydepos i t ed as a "Bar' out into the Kooterua River
Your comment "The s lope and creek bed geometry of Rainy Creek were not modi f i ed
during emergency removal "is ndiculous We had two 25' long badges across RainyCreek and now Peter Borowiec ts designing the replacement for no less than 40' spans
All vegetation including trees, shrubs and their massive root ba l l s were p u l l e d f r om the
channel
Your comment "The creek bed material would be remediated during the f u t u r e phase of
asbestos remediation "I believe that Mr Wall needs to talk to the f o l k s a t E P A My wi f eand I wil l be ge t t ing "Notice of Availability" with no deed restrictions when the
restoration work is completed this summer
Your comment "The np rap placed on the South bank of Rainy Creek is undersized and
was placed as a temporary measure for Winter shut-down " is ludicrous The np rap was
f i r s t laid on the South side of the creek then the N o r t h side and f i n a l l y the banks of the
Kootema River on the upstream side of the confluence of Rainy Creek You did not put
smaller rock on the South side for Winter shutdown At the time of your departure,
everything on Rainy Creek was in a "completed" mode
Your comment "CDM's onsite evaluation of the N o r t h bank np rap is that it is
a p p r o p r i a t e l y sized and has been appropr ia t e ly placed
Yes , Mr W a l l , the drawing shows that the rock is to be keyed into the "creek bank If
the argument of "drawn to scale" is correct, then we are looking at 15 inches



Now, I am on the understanding that all of these Spnng tune pro j e c t s will have
revved and a deepen made by Apnl 22, 2002 - V i m d t t ^ ^ n l S i ^ r tof inal ize the total restoration plan before work begms 8 V

would **"> «> be "-ted tof T ' ° "* corrected y°ur assumptions and Mr Van Sweanngen, who hasasked for your phone number
Your comment, "CDM has been tasked by the V o l p e Center to plan and s p e c i f y a
ngorous revegetation e f f o r t Onginally the Parkers were amenable to selecting the
appropriate nature species and partic ipating m their p lan t ing " Thank you1 Yes we didmeasure the areas to be revegetated, located the source and availability of the stock
V o l p e was no t i f i ed but unfortunately the vegetation was not secured for a small downpayment, so the material went to Idaho What else can 1 say, Sir?
Your comment, "No drawing or alternative information was available or provided
requiring the point of diversion " Once again, ludicrous! The electrical outle t whichruns the pump is on the existing restoration map The POD could not be more obvious
In conclusion Mr Wal l I would like to make two comments
We sent the WCI report to you f o l k s on March 01 , 2002 I received your r e p l y as did
John McQuiggen of V o l p e on Apnl 1 5, 2002 It has been reviewed and back in your
hands on the f o l l o w i n g day
It is very important to my wife and I that there is expediency in resolving these issues pnor
to April 22,2002 Mr Peronard has set this date to have all parties come together on
behalf of the f i n a l signed restoration plan
Yes obviously WCI did mean Hi-way37# instead of Hi-way56# Your continuous
reference to this fact throughout the letter degrades your profe s s ional i sm
Will thus response to your letter make you more aware of its inconsistencies? Hopefully it
does not frustrate you to have a group of pro f e s s i ona l s like WCI suggest that there may
very well be valid problems to address on the lower Rainy Creek drainage
Sincerely,

Mel and Lerab Parker
cc Paul Peronard-EPA <* Peter Borowiec -COM

John MCQuiggen - V o l p e Robert Gate - CDM
Jidie Borgesi - V o l p e David F Doyle - CDMVirginia Roach - CDM


